IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 
In re U.S. Patent Application of 
ISSHIKI s 

Application Number: 10/082,314 
Filed: February 26, 2002 

For: Optical Disc Drive Apparatus With an 

Indirect Semiconductor Laser Containing 
an Asymmetric Quantum Well Structure 
(As Amended) 

Attorney Docket No. ASAM.0053 

Commissioner of Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

LETTER 

Sir: 

The below-identified communications are submitted in the above-captioned application or proceeding: 

( ) Priority Document (X) Interview Summary 

( ) Request for Priority ( ) Petition under 37 C F. R. 1.47(a) 

( ) Response to Notice of ( ) Check for $ 

Non-Compliant Amendment 

K The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge payment of any fees associated with this 

communication, including fees under 37 CF.R. § 1.16 and 1.17 or credit any overpayment to 
Deposit Account Number 08-1480. A duplicate copy of this sheet is attached. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Stanley P. Fisher 




Reed Smith LLP 

3110 Fairview Park Dr., Suite 1400 

Falls Church, Virginia 22042 

(703) 641-4200 

August 13, 2007 
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Commissioner of Patents 

P.O. Box 1450 
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INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Hereinbelow is a summary of the personal interview conducted with the Examiner in 
connection with the above-referenced application. 



Interview Date: July 5, 2007 
Interview Time: Telephonic 

Attendees: Examiner Adam R. Giesy, SPE Wayne R. Young 

Juan Carlos A. Marquez 
Matter Discussed: Proposed claim amendments and supporting arguments 

Prior art of record 
Exhibits shown: None 



Discussion/Agreements Reached: 

Applicants' representative and the Examiner discussed the response to the Office Action. In 
the response, Applicants had proposed claim amendments and argued the distinctive features of the 
claimed invention from all the prior art cited. During the interview, no agreement was reached 
regarding the allowability of the claims. 



Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully thank the Examiner and his SPE for their consideration in conducting 
the above-discussed telephone interview with the Applicants' representative. Should there be any 
outstanding issues requiring discussion that would further the prosecution and allowance of the 
above-captioned application, the Examiner is invited to contact the Applicants' representative at the 
address and telephone number indicated below. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Stanley P. Fisher 




REED SMITH LLP 

3110 Fairview Park Drive 
Suite 1400 

Falls Church, Virginia 22042 
(703)641-4200 



August 13, 2007 

SPF/JCM/ 



